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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP

1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.
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consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would -be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
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I oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. ' The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion- of residents having young families.

- The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in

close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant-traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihcod of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond 1o residents’ concerns.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission,‘the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the comimunity
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are “unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. ‘ :

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/201 7).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the

’ current and plannéd residential and recreational uses of the area. " The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion- of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. |t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River iiself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. ‘

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the

- Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns,

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building wasie processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely shott cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer', Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development, Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. )

3. 1 gppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. ' g

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/201 7).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. - In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a'library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. . i

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macguarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’; which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did net notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns. v

S. I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning, to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPGSE the building waste processing plant. ! call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW'

‘Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the commumty
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to 'likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 gppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
envxronmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. -

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City-Council meeting, 15/6/2017). :

5. | oppose the building wasie processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible Wwith the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
Housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on.31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie

- Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause

“an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘intermodal’.”

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank’ precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 cppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns. :

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plani because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. :

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close 1o existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will fravel even closer to residential homes.” Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
commeént on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockplles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made woérse by the ‘Intermodal’; which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermoda¥’. -

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. :

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close o existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 meires from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes.” Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their .own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpsles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provisiory’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development.is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a goif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an exira 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer guestions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns. .

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| obpose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.4 opgos e the building waste processmg plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from -the Georges Fair ‘housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and .lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, ‘Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for SIHCOS!S (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brightonn Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 goppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. in the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and matenal stockpiles may cause an

_ environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building wasie processing plant because the NSW Government has mdlcated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoof City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 gppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the

~current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarfa Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9.1 oppose the building wasie processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing planis operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPQOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.’

FULL NAME: ADDRESS: ‘ DATE:
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@Pms,m_@w TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” At the comm unity
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused o
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers *where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. ‘

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. . s

4. I-oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have vote
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011). )

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the

“current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a'library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in ‘an éxtra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
‘an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional-noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norion. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | GPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and - the Premier of NSW.to REJECT this proposal. -
FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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@PP@SWE@N TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

i io ggose the building waste processmg plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair ‘housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, ‘Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will fravel”.and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information d/smbuted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golff Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. _

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe buiiding materials and material stockpiles may cause an
_environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. |- oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011),
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
‘current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in ‘an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club).. Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
‘an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poilution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

S. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. :

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW’

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW-to REJECT this proposal.
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@PP@SET&QN TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.1 oggose the building waste processmg plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” Atthe community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released: There is
a link between silica dust and .lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. »

3. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpx!es may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has mdxcated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpoo! City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meefing, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmenial Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. - In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in ‘an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub).  Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads inciuding Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will. be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. - The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plani because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

- 9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning, to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal. -
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair ‘housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks. '

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting heid on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, "Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. )

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. ‘ ‘ -

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/201 7).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011). :

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is .incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is

" just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. - In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a’'liorary
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 cppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks.  The organisers did not allow time o note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other. .
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW'
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair ‘housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer 1o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut’
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks. '

2. 1 oppose the buiiding waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development, Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable heaith risk for local
residents. '

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges Rivér Basin. ' ’ :

4. 1-oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have vote
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011). :

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
‘just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing: plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a liorary
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 cppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arierial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
‘an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused {o answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns. ,

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Stee!l Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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oeeoemom TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

101 oggose the building waste processmg plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut”
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will fravel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to ‘“likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s .
information dismbuted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local -
residents. )

3. | oppose the building wasie processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building maierials and material stookpnes may-cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facmty is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operatxons to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | eoppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an éxtra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive: There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million fruck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processmg
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning, to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proxmxiy to each
other. ‘

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councmors
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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ANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

OPPOSITION TO MOOREB

I oggosé the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer {o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through- Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks. -

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins wouid be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure fo Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges ‘River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just-250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. ,

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive.” There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. . The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns. ,

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

~ As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. .1 call on councillors,.
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commxssxon the NSW

* Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal
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BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK

I o@gose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. " Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2070). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. »

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5 | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a fibrary
and a goff club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. ' _

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govermor Macquarie

Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause -~

an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residenis of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representalives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

S. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant {o be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
anocther plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. :

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. " Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 201 0). The
developer plans 1o install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development, Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility’ (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Mooréebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fait housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parkiands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropoiitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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@PP@SETE@N TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppoese the proposed Moorebank Waste Processmg Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Jewbndge Road, Moorebank.

1. l-oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
- and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing

estate. "Trucks using the proposed facility will travel eveh closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is In an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” ('NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1'oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the awners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations, to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Govemnor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in-the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity tc each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to F{EJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes, The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consuitation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development, Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Ciub). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development

is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodat’.

7. | oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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QPP@$§T§ON TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Projeci (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer 1o residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will fravel" and that there are “unsealed areas” in the
development, Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility' (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockptles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/20711).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. it should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns. _

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing

" estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. Toppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Sifica and lLung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘4
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facllity" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. [ oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

: environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the éntire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2017).

. 5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. in
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down thejr operations to Create thelr own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquatie
Drive. There is already significant trafiic in the area which will be made worse by thé ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any

" additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. 4

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.1 oggos e the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing

" estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Yolume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, deve/opers
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in"an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpsles may cause an

, environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the éntire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

/5. | owpose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuitation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proxnmxty to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

i sppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Proiect Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing

and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing

"estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers fo "likely dust-from the recyciing facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

, environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing. plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Goif Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which wilf cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movementis will, primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodaf’.

7. 1 oppose theé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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@mesmm TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| sppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.1 oggose the bundmg waste processmg plant because the proposed development is far too close to exxstmg
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair ‘housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins.” At the comm unity
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released, There is
a link between silica dust and .lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, -Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010).. The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information dlsir/buted on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents. .

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development

’ is in an area that floods. in the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material s‘tockpﬂes may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Councnl have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011). .

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facmty is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents ‘having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant.  In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina. )

6. Icppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie

- Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
‘an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thée building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated. -

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was g lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did net notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concemns,. ,

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proxxmlty to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on counc;llors
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

‘Department of Planning and Infrastruciure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.1 op_p_os e the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable heaith risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The propcsed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockplle» may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW gowvt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).-
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. I'oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recyciing piant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepied inat the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie

-Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank- precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. i oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processmg plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. .

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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@PP@SHTQ@N TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes.  Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to-Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. in the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
‘Drive. There is already significant traffic in the aréa which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’; which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.

FULL NAME: SIGNATURE: ADDRESS: DATE:
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SANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

OPPOSITION TO MOOREE

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes.” Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). This is an unaccepiable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpcol City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. I gppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatibie with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housmg estate and marina.

6. I oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
‘Drive. There is already significant traffic in the aréa which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose thé building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1gppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns. ,

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other. 4

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planmng and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I opbpose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology.- Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 18, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is !ncompatlbfe with the

" current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. Thé proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young famities.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There-is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. - The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representalives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel and that there are “unsealed areas” in the

- development. Their own documentation refers to 'likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision', SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the

" current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. Theé proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf ciub. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recydling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consuiltation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

S. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Ciub, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19,-2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will iravel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’'s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Counciliors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
“current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network™ (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased ftraffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residenis
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers “where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire. Georges River Basin.

4. | oppose the building waste processing p!ant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoo! City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
‘current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golif club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed faclility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the -

Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residenis will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused o answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residenis’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing

estate. Trucks.using the proposed facility will travel even closer .to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut.

through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, Fast Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to 'likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpx!es may cause an

-environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residenis having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million fruck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, polilution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodaf’.

- 7. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concemns.

S. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

I oppose the bui.lding., waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing

estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut -

through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
cormnment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. Thereis
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will fravel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

‘environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. :

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is

" just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.

The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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'PPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

i

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close o existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where frucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 ai New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

 environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. ) - )

4. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” {NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpcol City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the drea. The proposed concrete processing facility is’
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational faciliies or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodat’.

7. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. | oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing planis operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. I call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal. ‘
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OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding.  The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. :
| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011 ).
| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed coricrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse-by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have 'spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.
| oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

| oppose the huilding waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,

the

NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW

Départmen't of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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| OPFOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

R L A b TN Th Kb AR

I eppose the oreposed Moorebank Waste Frocessing Project {Project Mumber 05 0157 at Lot 6 P
10!355?»3.‘ ."ub'UU’ v Road, hMacrebanle

1. | pppose the bailding waste processing pland bocauss the prapasert devslopment is far oo ciose o exising
and progosed residential homes.  The groposed development is just 260 metras Fom e rges Falr fonsing
eslate. Truchs wsing e propose Eellly will ravel aven closer 1o residentil homeos.  Trucks will Tkoly short out
thraugh Georgss Fair, passing parks and local residents, usiag raads nol dasigned for massies fruks,

2. | gppese the building waste processing plant bocauze of mu risks o ¢ sz and toxing,  8f the communily
corsuliglion meebng held on 385011 at e Brighton Golf Club, the roprosentatives of the developer refuzed Lo
comment an whether azbastos would be procsssad at fe Tasiity and whather boxins would be released.  Thers is
a dnk betwean silica dust and lung caneor ["Ocougalional Exgcawe fn Slica and Lung Canoer, Oocer
E,t:-."dérr.nrung,q Einiarksrs ang Frevention Joumnal, Yoluwe 18, 20400, There is no wnown cure Tor siifcosls (04
Griaf Rowew of Silicosiz i e S, Envion Mealth Insights, Volome 4 Fast Cavaling Uwiversig 20906, The
developer plans o install swoopers “where trucks and people will fravel” and tat hers are "unsealad arsas” in ha
devaftinment Thwir own docurmentation refers o likaly dust fom the recvoling faclily” fog 3 deveioper's
information dfsinbuted on NS00 al New Brighlon \:u:h'f Cluby Tals s an unancaptable health nslko for Jooal
T*—“ald&‘f’lt’ﬁ. -

3. loppose the building waste processing plant peoause of the patenlial far flooding.  The woposed development
iz in &0 ares thet floods, In e -event of a faad, unsale huitding welenals zod masterizl sl x-mpil.ﬂas Y RS &
gpvironmzntal disaster throughout Moorebank and ihe entire Geomgos Bhver Basin,

4. | pppase the building waste processing plant b se the MW Govemnment has indivated fhere wi l! »::rr a

return of tacal plaaaing prawars to lacal communitias’ (WS

MBI gond Soeaps 38 planring proedsion’, SR, 485200
The local community is opposed to ihés de-ue!rxpr’xrnt Crouncillors of the Lwemnol City Council have vmr:-
anankmously aainst this development Ddindes, Loarsont Gty Counall mseting, 1862071,

| oppose the bullding waste processing plant bocause the aroposed davalopment is ncormpalibls with the

cireenl wost planned residentisl and recreational uses-of Ihe grea. The prapogsed concrele processing faciliby is

just 250 motres from the Georgas Fair housing as.t.m@, with & hign proparton of rasidans ndumu ey Tamilies.

The ares is 2opsd E2 Enviranmentsl Conseraton, 1 should ol be used for a concrets processing pl’mt ir

soen growinily aao achools, paklards, he Goomes F’mur itgcl, cycleways, a propased watersida marina, o ibraey

and @ goif cleb, The land i3 more suitable for recreational faciilies or areserve.  Even the cwnars of the Bens

Hecpoling pfanl ot Moorebans feduch bordars e aroposed facihly) haws acueplad thal e ares s ne gy

suitable for & building wasle processing pland and have sisrod to shut dowen el operalions o croale thoir awn

hotesing asiaie ard marina,

b, lopposs the bullding waste processing plant bocavss of increased traffie.  The t‘e-v.ecl-:w £ t e propesnd
laciify will ru‘aull i an exirg 324 buck movaments @ gay, which is "v'=r', b and wilk have n zelon the arlsial
road network" [devefnonerys feanation distribules or 3LE2007 ar Wew Bogfiton Golf Siul lm nch traffic will
have a signiiicant impact on arerial reads including Muwarra Rﬁd Rewhridge Road and Govamor Macguarie
Deive.  Thare is aleady sianificant afa i the srag which will oe made woese by the 'lrtermadal’, which will cause
an exira 1.5 milien tuck movemanis in the dirsl year Truck movements il primariy be 0 peek howrs, Turlbae

irmpacting on already high congestor. The residents of Meorebank and olhor aroas should not experisnce any

additional noise, poliulion snd congest; on from: this propased faaitiby, givan the Hehbned of the ‘rlarmocal,

w1

7. | pppose the building waste processing plant becauss of he negalwe impact a0 land valuos,  Residents of the
Moarehank precingt in particular have speont significant amounis of money on dend and homes. The proposad
developrment will have a severe impact oo land values and rasicienls will not be compansatid. ;

& l oppase the building waste processing plant becauas there was a lack of communily consultalion &% a mesting

weld by ropresontatives of the dovelspers an AUSR2011,  Tha aeganisers il nol noify 2 sigrificant nember of lzeal
mgznenl_s antd fulure residans abaol e meeting.  The srgarisers refised to anseser quastions from laca! resicdents
an hoallly iske.  The organizers did rot aliow tme to poba down and respond tooresidents’ coneorns.

4. | gppose the bullding waste processing plant bocause it is danvgzzr-av.tu lo residenls for 3 conorals processing

sfanl o be fosated in this ares of melropolitan Sydney. There are pra-sxisling washe processing plares sgerated by
Bensdiol Recyeling and Smorgen Slas Raoycing al Chipping Moo, Benedict Recyeling is planning to idild
aiddiar plans at b toathicots.  Thers is no need for sa maEny wasle processing plens inosech close prosdmity 1o each

othar,
Ag & local community member, | QPPOSE the building waste processing plant. 1 oail o councillors,
the MSW Patlizmend, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commissicn, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW io REJECT this proposa al.
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“OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

| oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Sifica and Lung Cancer, Cancer
Epidemiology, Biomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas” in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an
environmenta! disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. ,

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is

just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.

The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased fraffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 fruck movements a day, which is "very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will

_ have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie

Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

| oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes.. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

I oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal.
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) OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1| oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and tung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Bjomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US’, Environ Heaith Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel” and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to "likely dust from the recycling facility" (pg 3, developer’s

information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin.

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers fo local communities” (‘'NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpoot City Council meeting, 15/6/2011 ).

5. | oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
current and planned residential and recreational uses of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families.
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. It should not be used for a concrete processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational facilities or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. | oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased fraffic. The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 truck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network” (developer's information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause .
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, pollution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal".

7. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated.

8. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consulfation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each
other.

As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. | call on councillors,
the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT this proposal. ‘
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"OPPOSITION TO MOOREBANK BUILDING WASTE PROCESSING PLANT

I oppose the proposed Moorebank Waste Processing Project (Project Number 05 0157) at Lot 6 DP
1065574, Newbridge Road, Moorebank.

1. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is far too close to existing
and proposed residential homes. The proposed development is just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing
estate. Trucks using the proposed facility will travel even closer to residential homes. Trucks will likely short cut
through Georges Fair, passing parks and local residents, using roads not designed for massive trucks.

2. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the risks from asbestos and toxins. At the community
consultation meeting held on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club, the representatives of the developer refused to
comment on whether asbestos would be processed at the facility and whether toxins would be released. There is
a link between silica dust and lung cancer (‘Occupational Exposure to Silica and Lung Cancer’, Cancer
Epidemiology, Bfomarkers and Prevention Journal, Volume 19, 2010). There is no known cure for silicosis (‘A
Brief Review of Silicosis in the US', Environ Health Insights, Volume 4, East Carolina University, 2010). The
developer plans to install sweepers "where trucks and people will travel" and that there are "unsealed areas" in the
development. Their own documentation refers to “likely dust from the recycling facility” (pg 3, developer's
information distributed on 31/6/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). This is an unacceptable health risk for local
residents.

3. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because of the potential for flooding. The proposed development
is in an area that floods. In the event of a flood, unsafe building materials and material stockpiles may cause an

environmental disaster throughout Moorebank and the entire Georges River Basin. :

4. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the NSW Government has indicated there will be “a
return of local planning powers to local communities” (‘NSW govt scraps 3A planning provision’, SMH, 4/4/2011).
The local community is opposed to this development. Councillors of the Liverpool City Council have voted
unanimously against this development (Minutes, Liverpool City Council meeting, 15/6/2011).

5. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because the proposed development is incompatible with the
cuirent and planned residential and recreational use$ of the area. The proposed concrete processing facility is
just 250 metres from the Georges Fair housing estate, with a high proportion of residents having young families. -
The area is zoned E2 Environmental Conservation. [t should not be used for a concreie processing plant. In
close proximity are schools, parklands, the Georges River itself, cycleways, a proposed waterside marina, a library
and a golf club. The land is more suitable for recreational faciliies or a reserve. Even the owners of the Benedict
Recycling plant at Moorebank (which borders the proposed facility) have accepted that the area is no longer
suitable for a building waste processing plant and have started to shut down their operations to create their own
housing estate and marina.

6. 1oppose the building waste processing plant because of increased traffic.  The developer states the proposed
facility will result in an extra 324 fruck movements a day, which is “very low and will have no impact on the arterial
road network" (developer’s information distributed on 31/5/2011 at New Brighton Golf Club). Increased traffic will
have a significant impact on arterial roads including Nuwarra Road, Newbridge Road and Governor Macquarie
Drive. There is already significant traffic in the area which will be made worse by the ‘Intermodal’, which will cause
an extra 1.5 million truck movements in the first year. Truck movements will primarily be in peak hours, further
impacting on already high congestion. The residents of Moorebank and other areas should not experience any
additional noise, poliution and congestion from this proposed facility, given the likelihood of the ‘Intermodal’.

7. loppose the building waste processing plant because of the negative impact on land values. Residents of the
Moorebank precinct in particular have spent significant amounts of money on land and homes. The proposed
development will have a severe impact on land values and residents will not be compensated. '

8. 1 oppose the building waste processing plant because there was a lack of community consultation at a meeting
held by representatives of the developers on 31/5/2011. The organisers did not notify a significant number of local
residents and future residents about the meeting. The organisers refused to answer questions from local residents
on health risks. The organisers did not allow time to note down and respond to residents’ concerns.

9. | oppose the building waste processing plant because it is dangerous to residents for a concrete processing
plant to be located in this area of metropolitan Sydney. There are pre-existing waste processing plants operated by
Benedict Recycling and Smorgan Steel Recycling at Chipping Norton. Benedict Recycling is planning to build
another plant at Heathcote. There is no need for so many waste processing plants in such close proximity to each

other.
As a local community member, | OPPOSE the building waste processing plant. [ call on councillors,

the NSW Parliament, the Minister for Planning, the Planning Assessment Commission, the NSW
Department of Planning and Infrastructure and the Premier of NSW to REJECT ’;his proposal.
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